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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's arguments filed 07/19/2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicant argues that only blue and red signals are supplied to white balance 
circuits and that Kobayashi fails to supply the green signal to the white balance circuits, 
thus not meeting the limitations of the claim. Examiner points out that nowhere in the 
claim is it required to send all of the signals or alternatively the green signal to the white 
balance circuits. 

Applicant also argues that the integration circuit limitation is not met in 
Kobayashi. Examiner pointed out that in the last office action 24:33-25:47 and Figs. 28- 
30 were cited as covering this limitation. Applicant asks for a clearer citation of the 
material that covers this limitation. Examiner maintains that the cited areas cover the 
limitation, but points out that formation of the R-G and B-G signals are the integration 
and are detected by the white balance circuits for white balance correction. 

Applicant further argues that Sasaki fails to disclose a white balance circuit. 
Examiner points to 83 in Fig. 8 where the white balance circuits can be seen. 

2. In response to applicant's argument that the examiner's conclusion of 
obviousness is based upon improper hindsight reasoning, it must be recognized that 
any judgment on obviousness is in a sense necessarily a reconstruction based upon 
hindsight reasoning. But so long as it takes into account only knowledge which was 
within the level of ordinary skill at the time the claimed invention was made, and does 
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not include knowledge gleaned only from the applicant's disclosure, such a 
reconstruction is proper. See In re McLaughlin, 443 F.2d 1392, 170 USPQ 209 (CCPA 
1971). 

3. In response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, one 
cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections 
are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 
USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 
1986). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

&: ^ o- t o xt o f thoso sect i ons of T i t l o 35, U.S. Codo not i no l udod i n th i o oot i on oqr 

b o found i n a pr i or Off i ce act i on. 

6. Claims 1-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
lura et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,847,756) in view of Sasaki (U.S. Patent No. 4,837,628) 
in further view of Sugihara (U.S. Patent No. 4,054,91 5) in further view of Suh (U.S. 
Patent No. 5,508,739). 

Regarding claim 1, lura discloses a color video camera (see figures 2 and 3) with 
motion and still modes of operation with electronic display of motion and still pictures 
(depression of a shutter button: col. 12, lines 1-18) where a motion picture is interlaced 
two line additive scanned image data and a still picture also represents a form a 
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interlace scanning where each field output of all even lines and all the odd line forms the 
still image data (one frame; col. 9, lines 1-51). lura also discloses the still image data 
level is dependent upon the motion image data in the preceding motion image period by 
setting the exposure period for the still image data to be from 1.5 to 3 time as long as 
the motion image exposure period (col. 4, lines 42-62 and col. 5, lines 5-15 and col. 14, 
lines 7-19). As seen in figure 10, the still image mode takes at least 1 .5 times as long 
as the movie mode(see col. 14). Since lura system is configured to collect charge that 
is 1.5 to 3 times the amount in the movie mode, then clearly the system is capable of 
doubling the exposure. Therefore, lura teaches motion and still imaging for displaying 
images which mixed readouts charges in the motion mode and outputs all charges in 
the still mode (may also store still images). However, lura fails to specifically discloses 
the claimed color filter arrangement, interlaced "field shifting" additive readout, and 
outputting all pixel data in line sequential scanning. Although, a motion and still mode 
color camera which records still images and implement an art equivalent to line 
sequential scanning is well known in the art as taught by Sasaki. 

In the same field of endeavor, Sasaki discloses upon a shutter release operation 
the still is recorded (see abstract and col. 6, lines 50- 55) where Sasaki also reads out 
all the pixel signal in the still image mode also by driving an interline transfer CCD to 
output each pixel in the array. This driving is equivalent to sequential scanning of each 
line. Thus it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that at the time 
the invention was made to modify lura, as taught by Sasaki, such that a motion/still 
mode camera can store selected still image from the motion sequence for user 
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selective/creative use at anytime. Additionally, lura and Sasaki teach providing a high 
quality still image by using all the image data in the array but output the all the data 
using different driving method, and it would appear to be obvious to any one of 
ordinary skill in the art that either field readouts or line sequential scanning of all pixel 
charges would produce a quality still image, and the inclusion of either method is matter 
of design choice. 

lura and Sasaki, as stated above, disclose color imaging systems. However, 
neither teaches using a stripe color filter arrangement and interlaced claimed field 
shifting method. Although, it is well known in the art to include these features as taught 
by Sugihara. 

Sugihara discloses a color camera which incorporates a column stripe color filter 
(see figure 3). Sugihara also discloses several interlace method used in color camera. 
One method comprises averaging signals of two adjacent lines of the same color during 
an even field (col. 9, lines 1-14). Another method comprises a two line additive 
readout which uses the same pair of lines each field (col. 10, lines 49-67). And an 
interlace method, where different lines are added in each field (col. II, lines 15-65) which 
is the claimed method. Thus, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art to modify, lura and Sasaki to use a stripe color filter, as taught by Sugihara, as such 
processing of color signals from column stripe filters is available to color cameras and 
provide a good resolution image. It would have been further, obvious to implement the 
claimed interlace method taught by Sugihara, into the systems of lura and Sasaki, as it 
does not require any significant upgrade to processing circuitry that could increase the 
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cost of the system and is an improved interlaced color method, as taught by Sugihara. 
Further, it would have been obvious to use the interlace method claimed on a column 
striped CCD, as the Examiner takes Official Notice that interlace scanned CCD with 
color stripe filters exist in the art. Also same color additive interlacing is known in the 
art (and also taught by Sugihara) which can also be done in remapping signal 
processors or other signal processors. Therefore, it would also not require a significant 
upgrade in the color signal processing circuitry and requires on routine skill in the art to 
implement a color imaging system incorporating a stripe filter to output a picture with 
good resolution. 

lura et al, Sasaki, and Sugihara are silent with regards to subjecting a white 
balance process to the field image signals in a white balance circuit and outputting 
integrated vales of the field images from the white balance circuit in an integrated circuit 
and further detecting the signal levels of the field image signals based on the integrated 
signals. Suh discloses: 

Subjecting a white balance process to the field image signals 
consisting of separated red, blue, and green signals in a white balance 
circuit, the white balance process adjusting the signal levels of a blue 
image signal and a red image signal to a signal level of a green image 
signal so that a ratio of blue to green and a ratio of red to green is 
maintained constant and outputting integrated vales of the field images 
from the white balance circuit in an integrated circuit and further detecting 



Application/Control Number: 08/841,318 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2622 

the signal levels of the field image signals based on the integrated signals 

(6:20-28 and Fig. 4). 
An advantage to subjecting a white balance process to the field image signals in 
a white balance circuit and outputting integrated vales of the field images from the white 
balance circuit in an integrated circuit and further detecting the signal levels of the field 
image signals based on the integrated signals in order to maintain a constant ratio 
between red and green and between blue and green is that image signals can be 
properly adjusted to eliminate a decoloring phenomenon and a poor primary color 
display which occur when an automatic white-balance adjusting operation is performed 
by a conventional method as Suh discloses in 7:18-23. For this reason it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
have lura's electronic camera control method modified by lura, Sasaki, and Sugihara 
further modified by Suh to include subjecting a white balance process to the field image 
signals in a white balance circuit and outputting integrated vales of the field images from 
the white balance circuit in an integrated circuit and further detecting the signal levels of 
the field image signals based on the integrated signals in order to maintain a constant 
ratio between red and green and between blue and green. 
Sasaki further discloses: 

Subjecting a gradation correction in a gamma circuit and displaying 

a frame of the moving picture based on the field image signals which are 

output from the gamma circuit (7:26-46 and Fig. 8). 
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An advantage to subjecting a gradation correction in a gamma circuit and 
displaying a frame of the moving picture based on the field image signals which are 
output from the gamma circuit is that a CRT can be used to display the image signals 
properly, whereas if the gamma circuit was not included then a LCD would be used to 
display the image signal properly. For this reason it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have lura's electronic 
camera control method further modified by Sasaki to include a gamma circuit for image 
signal correction. 

As for claim 2, see Examiner notes in claim 1. 

As for claim 3, see Examiner notes in claim 2. Addition, lura teaches range is 
from 1.5 to 3 times the exposure (see cited columns in claim 1). 

As for claim 4, lura discloses changing the exposure in an embodiment, lura 
also teaches that when image data level is to be changed, the gain of an amplifier 
and/or the exposure time is adjusted (col. 3, lines 10-15). Thus it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art that instead of doubling the exposure time, 
the gain of the amplifier for the color signals are doubled to increase the signal. 

As for claim 5, see Examiner notes in claim 1 . In addition, lura discloses an 
embodiment were the motion image charge storage time is inherently updated 
because the CCD has an electronic shutter component (col. 15, lines 15-45 and col. 
17, lines 1-15). 
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As for claim 6, see Examiner's notes in claim 5. In addition, lura gives an 
example in col. 15, the exposure time of the still is three times as long. However, the 
exposure range is 1.5 to three times as long which means it can be twice as long. 



Conclusion 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Nicholas G. Giles whose telephone number is (571) 
272-2824. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday from 
7:30am to 4:00pm EST. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ngoc - Yen Vu can be reached on (571) 272-7320. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



NGG 



NGOC-YEI^3#J 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 




